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ABSTRACT 
Planned Parenthood and Fertility, Illegitimacy, 
and Abortion Rates in the State of Utah 
by 
Wayne W. Godfrey, Master of Science 
Utah State Univer s ity , 1984 
Major Profe ssor: Dr. Brent Miller 
Department: Family and Human Development 
vii 
The purpose of this study was not to judge the rightness or wro ng-
ness of Planned Parenthood. It is an empirica l question to ask what 
influenc e , if any, Planned Pa renthood l1as had on reproductive behavior 
in the State of Utah. This was accompli shed by gathering data from 
each county in the State of Utah from 1970 to 1979. The data gathered 
were for t he fi ve dependent variables of General Fertility, General 
Abortion, General Illegitimacy, Teen Fertility and Teen Illegitimacy . 
A mean rate for each county and variable was computed. Each county was 
al so weighed per population so as to give counties with l arge popul a-
tions more weight than counties with small populations. A comparison 
of the rates in counties with Planned Parenthood and counties without 
Planned Parenthood was then made. It was noted that counties with 
Pl anned Parenthood had higher rates for each variable except General 
Fertility which was lower than count ies without Planned Parenthood. 
viii 
But the differences were not of a significant level. In most cases the 
differences already existed before Planned Parenthood was established. 
(63 pages) 
CHAPTER I 
STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM 
Throughout the State of Utah, and particularly in those areas 
served by Planned Parenthood offices, there is and has been an ongoing 
controversy over the Planned Parenthood Agency. Many individuals 
representing both sides have made statements about Planned Parenthood's 
positive or negative impacts. The question is often posed "Is Pl anned 
Parenthood having a positive effect or negative effect on the areas they 
serve?" It would be impossible to answer such a general question, since 
what is viewed as positive by some may be viewed as negative by others. 
A judgment as to what i s a positive effect and what is a negative 
effect will not be made. But specifically this research examined the 
five de pendent variables of illegitimacy, fertility, and aborti on rates 
for women 15 to 44 years of age, and fertility and illegi timacy for 
15 to 19 year old females. These rates were taken from the State of 
Ut ah over a ten year peri od (1969-1979), or the years nearest to them 
that could be found. This allowed us to determine if there was a rela-
tionship between these three variables and the availability of Planned 
Parenthood services. In other words, have these rates been constant, 
declined, or increased after the introduction of Planned Parenthood 
offices? 
The State of Utah is currently served by five different Planned 
Parenthood offices located in Moab, Price, Sa lt Lake City, Ogden, and 
Logan. Each office serves an area or region which includes the county 
in which it is located. This would include Carbon County, Grand County, 
Salt Lake County, Weber County, and Cache County. It is assumed that 
the county in wh i ch Planned Parenthood is located would be the area 
most effected by that agency or office . Therefore, the five counties 
identified will be the main focus of this study. 
Purpose of This Study 
The primary purpose of this study is to assess the relationship 
between the presence of Planned Parenthood offices and various fertili-
ty related measures. This will be done as empirica l ly and objectively 
as possible, specifically in the areas of fertility, abortion, and 
illegitimacy. 
The current literature indicates that adolescent sexual attitudes 
and behavior have changed from abstinence or a double standard, toward 
permissiveness v1ith affection. Of a represenatative cross section of 
this country ' s teenagers, (no ages were given in this study) 80 percent 
of all boys and 72 percent of all girls believe that "it is all right 
for young people to have sex before getting married if they are in love 
with each other." The actual number who reported having had sexual 
intercourse was 52 percent (59 percent of the boys and 45 percent of 
the girls) (Gispert & Falk, 197 8) . Zelnik and Kantner (1979) in their 
studies report that 55 percent of all 19 year old females have had 
sexual intercourse. 
Of those teenage girls becom ing pregnant many of their needs go 
unmet. Go l dstein and Wallace (1978) poi nt out that progress has been 
made s i nce 1970 in the provision of serv i ces to pregnant teenagers and 
their babies. But there are sti ll many ser i ous unmet needs that remain. 
These needs include social and health services and health education for 
the mother, herself, and day care, health and social services for the 
infant. Goldstein and Wallace (1978) indicate that si nce these needs 
are unmet, teenage pregnancy is a major public health problem in the 
United States and much more attention and public support are needed. 
This study will not be limited to adolescents, since on l y a small per-
centage of those served by Planned Parenthood are teenagers, but teens 
are of particular interest in the State of Utah . The three dependent 
variables will be studied among all women of childbearing years. 
The purpose of the present study is no·t to assess the influence of 
Planned Parenthood nationwide, but national baseline comparisons are 
important to provide. This study will specifically compare fertility, 
illegitimacy, and abortion rates in the state of Utah in counties with 
and without Planned Parenthood, and examine these rates before the 
introduction of Planned Parenthood as compared to the same rates after 
its introduction. 
Definition of Terms 
1. Ferti lity rates are the number of live births per 1000 women of 
childbearing ages 15 to 44. 
2. Illegitimacy rates are the number of live births per 1000 unmarried 
women of childbearing ages 15 to 44. 
3. Abortion rates are the number of abortions per 1000 1 ive births to 
women of childbearing ages 15 to 44. 
4. Planned Parenthood, Planned Parenthood Association of Utah is a 
private, non-profit organization incorporated in the State of Utah 
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in May 1970. It is one of nearly 200 affiliates of Planned Parent-
hood Federation of America. Planned Parenthood Federation of 
America is l ocated in New York City and is a member of the Inter-
national Planned Parenthood Federation based in London, England . 
As an affi l iate of Planned Parenthood Federation of America, the 
Utah organization is required to meet standards set by the National 
Organization but is otherwise autonomous. 
A voluntary Board of Trustees sets policies for the agency and 
has ultimate legal financial responsibility for its operation. 
Much of the work of the Board is carr ied out through standing com-
mittees that are composed of Tru stees and other individuals from 
the community. Current standing committees are Medical Advisory, 
Planning, Budget and Finance, Personnel, Information and Educa tion, 
Nominating , and Fund Raising . 
As is typical i n non-profit organizations, the Board of Trust -
ees de leg ates the day to day management and leaves the responsibil-
ity for implementing their polic ie s to an Executive Director. A 
state Admi nistrati ve Staff, located in Salt Lake City , oversees the 
work of staff members carrying out the agency ' s programs in Salt 
Lake City, Ogden, Log an, Price, and Moab and their surrounding 
counties. 
This is a study of Planned Parenthood's impact on the three depend-
ent variabl es, il l egitimacy , fertility, and abort i on ra tes, for women 
ages 15 to 44, in the State of Utah . This study cover s t he years from 
1969 to 1979, or the years nearest to them that co ul d be found. The 
State of Utah is served by five different Planned Parenthood offices 
located in Moab, Price, Salt Lake City, Ogden and Logan. The counties 
with and without Planned Parenthood offices are compared with counties 
where there is no Planned Parenthood office. 
CHAPTER I I 
GOALS OF PLANNED PARENTHOOD AND 
WHAT IT OFFERS THE PUBLIC 
Planned Parenthood Federation of American states (1979, p. 1): 
Re prod uctive freedom--the fundamental right of every 
indi vidua l to dec ide freely and responsibl y when and 
whether to have children--is a reaffirmation of the 
principle of individual li be rty upon which thi s 
country was founded. By guaranteeing this freedom 
for ever·yone , a society protects its citizens and 
rei nforces those principles . It assures that each 
ch i ld will be 1·1anted and l oved, that every fam il y 
will help to guide the future of humanity. 
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On a national level Planned Parenthood i s decidated to helping men, 
women, and teenagers plan their pare nthood. To do this they are working 
to provide family planning information, education , and medical services 
to every person who is in need and seeks this information out . Pl an ned 
Parenthood is also working to preserve reproductive freedom by defend-
ing it in congress and state le gis l atures , in the courts, and in the 
press (Planned Parenthood Federation of Ameri can, 1979). 
Planned Parenthood descr ibe s itself as being pro -t hild, pro-choice. 
They believe that the birth of a chi ld should never be an accident and 
that all children deserve a lo ving home, a decent life, and a future 
t hat offers them the opportunity t o grow to their full potential. 
Pl anned Parenthood also believes that the family is by far the most 
important soc ial unit i n modern soc iety . They believe that becoming a 
par ent i s the most l ong-lasting mora l obligation any of us will ever 
know. There can be no excuse for imposing that obligation on any indi-
vidual (Planned Parenthood Federation of America, 1979). 
Arguments Against Planned Parenthood 
Some people oppose Planned Parenthood on moral grounds. Their 
concern is not that Planned Parenthood is not reaching its goals, or 
not doing what it claims to do. On the contrary, the concern among 
some is that they are accomplishing their stated goals. Planned Par-
enthood does offer counsel and advice on abortion and the use of con-
traception. They are aiding in the education of the public on venereal 
disease and what to do if venereal disease is contracted. They also 
are working to help curb unintended pregnancy, which is now generally 
recognized as one of America's critical personal and social problems, 
especially among teens (Dryfoos & Heisler , 1978 ; Blake, 1973 ; Evans, 
Georgiana & l'elcher, 1976). 
One major concern among some who oppose Planned Parenthood i s that 
it may do all of these things, while at the same time promoting in-
creased sexually activity, especially amo ng adolescents,by making 
intimancy with members of the oppos ite sex freer of risk. Some argue 
that adolescents who become educated about birth control and abortion, 
and have access to these options, v1ill no longer wait until marriage to 
become sexually active. This argument poses a conflict with the moral 
codes and beliefs held by those who believe in sexual abstinence before 
marri age. 
Dilemma for Public Policy Makers 
It is not just individ uals in Utah who are involved in this 
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d i 1 emma. Po 1 icy rna kers everywhere fee 1 the urgency of attempting to 
prevent unwanted pregnancy among single minors by making birth control 
information and services available to them. On the other hand, public 
officials are sometimes admonished that, despite high rates of teenage 
pregnancy, government assistance regarding birth control services for 
unmarried minors is not morally defensible (Blake, 1973). 
The Commission on Populati on Gr01vth and the American Future recom -
mended a birth control policy to l essen unwanted pregnancies among un -
married minors. They stated that the Commissio n was not addressing the 
mora l question involved in teenage sexual behavior. However, they were 
concerned with the complex i ssue of teenage pregnancy. Therefore, the 
Commission believes that young people must be given access to contra-
cept ive information and services (Blake, 1973). 
To v1ard the goal of reducing unwanted pregnancies and chi ldbearing 
among the young, the Commission .recommends that birth control informa-
tion and services be made available to teenagers in appropriate faci l i-
ties sensitive to their need s and .concer ns (Blake, 1973) . 
flhen the report was presented to President Richard Nixon, he was 
in disagreement. His normative statement referred to the preservation 
and strengthening of family relationships. He wanted to make it clear 
that he did not support the unrestricted distribution of family planning 
services and devices to minors. He felt such measures would do nothing 
to preserve and strengthen close family relat i onships (Blake, 197 3) . 
President Rona ld Regan and other leader s have also made similar state-
ments agai nst family planning services for minors. 
On the one hand it appears that some peopl e accept the sexual 
activity of teens as given and support protecting them from unwanted 
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pregnancy. On the other hand, some take the view that the government 
and public funds should not be used to provide contraceptive informa-
tion and devices to teens, especial l y not without parental notification 
or consent. 
Current Trends 
An important part of this stud y will be to look not only at the 
views of both sides, but to look at current trends . As was pointed out 
in the st atement of the purpose, attitudes are changing over time. 
People generally are becoming more accepting of increased sexual acti-
vi t y and the means of preventing UIIWanted births . These chnages in 
attitude may be caused by several factors . As the younger generati ons 
with more accepting attitude s grow up, the over-all attitude changes . 
Also, the increase in sexual act i vity and the us e of contracepti on and 
abortion might lead t o slow acceptance by the gen eral public, as it 
becomes commonpl ace or a l ess unusual occur ance . 
Changes i n Fertility Ra t es 
Since the early 1960's, U. S. fertility has declined to the lowest 
level in its history. In 1968 , the U. S. ferti lity rate was 85.7 births 
per 1000 women, 15-44 yeears of age. By 1976 it had decreased to 65.8 
births per 1000 women, 15-44 year s of age . The factors mentioned most 
frequently as underlying the decline include, 
the · changing roles and aspiratio ns of women, 
postponement of marriage, increasing use of reliable 
contraceptives, more recently liberalized l aws on 
abort ion, concern about environmental issues, 
over population, and unfavorable economic 
conditions (Gibson, 1976, p. 250). 
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Gibson also explains that changes in marital fertility have accou nt-
ed for 83 percent of the .decline in total fertility since 1961, changes 
in marital status accounted for 16 percent , and changes in nonmarita l 
fertility had a negligible effect on the overa ll decrease; postponement 
of chi l dbearing did not occur in any significant degree until the 1970's. 
Fertility patterns in Utah differ from the nation as a whole. In 
1969 the fertility rate for Utah was 108 .4 live births per 1000 women 
between the ages of 15 and 44, compared to 1977 when the fertility rate 
had climbed to 129.4 live birth s per 1000 women between the ages of 15 
and 44 . This shows an increase in the fertility rate between 1969 and 
1977 in Utah . This, however, may be a 1 ittle deceiving due to the fact 
that in 1954 the fertility rate was 153.8 and there was a decrease in 
fertility in Utah from 1954 t o 1968 . It has only been since 1968 that 
there has again been an increas e in the ferti li ty rate in the State of 
Utah. 
Illegitimacy 
Of all illegitimate births each year in the United States the 
majority are to unwed teenagers. Oata show that over four million 
teenage women in the United State s are sexua ll y active, over one mill i on 
get pregnant, and about 600,000 give birth each year (Jimbrose, 1978; 
Evans, et al 1976) . Over time tee nage marriage has declined, but 
teenage parenthood before age 20 has increase . In 1940 one out of 
every thirty chi l dren was born t o an unmarried parent. By 1960 thi s 
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had cha nged to one for every twenty children. In 1974 one out of every 
eight ch ildren was born t o an unmarried parent. In Utah, perhaps two 
th ird s of teenage marriages, or approximately 60%, involve a premarital 
preg nancy (Mason, Va n Oyck, & Brockert, 1980). 
Adolescent pregnancy is considered by many to be a social problem. 
Baizerman (1977) identified severa l recent youth patterns. He points 
out that the youth cohort is the l argest in the country's histo ry and 
that the number of pregnant ado le scents has risen. At the same time the 
overa ll rate of ado l escent pregnancy has remained al most stable . 
Baizerman {1977) also poi nt s out that the proportion of very young 
gir l s who become pregnant is rising as compared to pregnancies among 
older teenage gi rl s . While many more of the older pregnant adolescents 
choose to keep thei r babies, the illegitimacy rate is stil l goi ng up, 
due in part to the increase in pregnancies amo ng very young girls who 
cannot or choose not to get married . This trend may help to explain 
why abortions among the younger teenagers exceed the number of live 
births (Baizerman, 1977). 
Contraceptive use among ado l escents has been notoriously inconsis-
tent (Jeke l, 1977; Hendrixson, 1979; Gispert & Fa l k, 1978) . Recent 
reports al so show that the younger the ado l escents, the l ess frequently 
contracept i on i s used. Thu s , among 15 yea r olds 71 percent did not use 
any form of co ntraception as compared t o 53 percent of sexua ll y ac tive 
19 yea r ol ds (Ambrose, 1978; Bl ake, 1973) . Many would argue that thi s 
i s due t o lack of education and the ava ilability of contraception t o 
younger teenagers. 
Zelnick and Ka ntner (1 977) stated that there has been an increa se 
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of sexua l intercourse among al l age s and among all races. This increase 
has been accompanied by a dramatic increase in the use of contraception, 
the use of the most effective methods, and the more regular use of all 
methods. Nevertheless, they went on to explain that few teenager s 
begin use of contraception at the same time that they initiate inter-
course, and many wait until after they have experienced pregnancy. 
Ze lnick and Kantner (1979) al so stated that, a large proporti on of 
sexua lly act ive adolescent women ha ve never used contr ac epti ves , or use 
them rarel y or inconsistentl y. Perhaps a reason some may not use con -
traception is "guilt", its use requires preplanning that sexual inter-
course is going to occur. Thi s may be se lective with more reli gious 
youth VJho "happen" t o have intercourse not using contraception. To use 
contraception may be vieVJed as a double s in. 
Abortion 
As a VJhole the United States public opinion is slightl y more 
favorable to l egal abortion than it VJaS in 1975 despite inten se activity 
by antiabortion groups . In a po ll conducted by NBC in November 1977, 
52 percent of all intervieVJed agreed Vlith the statement , "Every V!oman 
VlhO V~ants to have an abortion s houl d be ab l e to have one" (Goldstein 
Wall ace , 1978) . About one -third of the one mi llion legal abortions 
occurring in the United St ates in 1975 were obtai ned by teenagers, and 
th i s propor ti on did not vary widely among states (Dryfoos & Heisler, 
1978 ). Also, as stated before, abortions among the younger teenager s , 
10-1 4, exceed the number of live births to those teens. 
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Survey of the Literature Summary 
Planned Parenthood's main objectives are to serve as an information 
center and to aid in answering questions and obtai nin g help in areas of 
having chi ldren, in preventing unwanted pregnancies, and other related 
information. 
The argument against Planned Parenthood is usually based on the 
moral judgment that, while decreasing illegitimate births and stopping 
unwanted pregnancies, Planned Parenthood increases sexual activity before 
or outs ide of marriage and al l ows for, or increases abortions " This 
d ilemma is also facing policy makers and government officials. 
Attit udes are changing in favor of making services avai lable for 
both old and the young, to a9vise and aid in birth control and preg-
nancy information . Abortion is also becoming more accepted and the 
rate of abortion is rising while fertility is dec lining, but illegiti-
macy rates are still climbing . This increase is due mostly to the 
unwed teenage mothers . 
In the review of the literature, there was an attempt to give a 
brief idea of national trends which will be important and of interest 
to this study . But the main goal of this study is to l ook at the rela-
tion between Planned Parenthood' s presence and fertility re l ated charac-
teristics in the areas served by the Planned Parenthood in Utah. It 
is not the intent of this study to make a judgment on Planned Parent-
hood ' s rightness or wrongnes s. 
14 
CHAPTER III 
METHOD 
This study is concerned with assessing whether counties with 
Planned Parenthood offices have different fertility, abortion and ille-
gitimacy rates than counties without Planned Parenthood offices. These 
comparisons will be made over a period of approximatel y 10 years (1969-
1979), thus a time-series design will be used. The essence of the time-
series design is the presence of a periodic measurement process on some 
group or individual and the introduction of an experimental change into 
this time ser ie s of measurements, the results of which are indicated by 
any change which may occur in that which is being measured (Campbell & 
Stanley, 1963) . 
Specifica ll y , fertility rates, illeg it imacy rates, and abortion 
rates will be examined . The se data are available in yearly reports, 
which makes it easy to examine the pattern of fertility over a ten year 
period. Also , it is possible to look at women of different age groups 
throughout the childbearing years. This will be done for the counties 
which have Planned Parenthood . These counties will be considered the 
"treatment" groups. The next step is to look at the counties which 
do not have Planned Parenthood over the same time period. This group 
will be the contro l group. The treatment, of course, will be Planned 
Parenthood and its establishment within a county. The treatment on a 
group would start with the date when Planned Parenthood is established 
in that county. 
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A time-series design can be represented as follows: 
"0 0 0 0 X 0 0 0 0" where O's stand for repeated observations, and the 
treatment (X) is only given once and then the change is measured. But 
for the purpose of this study a design like the following is more 
accurate: 
1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 1976 •• 1979 
Counties with P.P. 0 0 0 ox ox ox 
Counties without P.P. 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Figure 1. Time series design representing counties with and 
without Planned Parenthood. 
ox 
0 
After the introduction of Planned Parenthood, unless again removed from 
tile county, it will be a constant "treatment" in that county. 
Although random assignment is obvio usl y not possible in this study , 
two kinds of compar isons wi ll be made . First, fertility characteris-
tics in counties where there is no Pl anned Parenthood office wi ll be 
compared with those counties where an office is located. Secondly, 
it will be possible to compare various fertility rates within the 
counties where Planned Parenthood offices were establi shed before and 
after their establishment . 
Increases and decreases will be graphed so they will be more easi l y 
visualized. Figure 2 gives an idea of how differences in the compari -
sons might be interpreted . 
• ; 
• 
0 . o, o, o, 
Figure 2 . Some possible outcome patterns from the i ntroduction 
of an exper i menta l variabl e at po in t X in to a Ti me -
Series of measurement. (Campbe ll & Stanley, 1963, 
p. 38 . ) 
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According to Campbell and Stanley (1963) the o1 - 08 gain in 
Figure 2 is the same for all time series except for D, while the legit-
imacy of inferring an effect varies widely, being strongest in A and B, 
and totally unjustified in F, G, and H. 
Hypothesis 
In this study the hypothesis will be stated in the null form: 
"There is no relationship between the presence of a Planned Parenthood 
office in a county and abortion rates, fertility rates, and illegiti-
macy rates in the State of Utah . " 
It might be that there is no difference in rate changes in coun-
ties with and without Planned Parenthood, and within counties where 
Planned Parenthood offices are l ocated. On the other hand, if changes 
in the time series rates are found, it will be suggested that there is 
a relationship bet1veen Planned Parenthood and these fertility related 
vari ables. 
Data 
The data will be drawn from the vita l statistics records for the 
State of Utah . This information is already gathered and needs on l y to 
be organized for analysis. To obtain these data the Annual Reports, 
Utah Vital Statistics, Utah Health Facts, Abort ions in Utah, and the 
Comprehensive Health Plan for Utah (which are all publications put out 
by the State of Utah) will be relied upon . Also, necessary add itional 
information was obtained from the Bureau of Health Statistics, Bureau 
of Disease Prevention, and the State of Utah Department of Social 
Serv ice s, Division of Health. 
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The data will cover a ten year period, or as near to it as pos-
sible, 1969 - 1979. The sample will be bas~ on yearly reported data. 
Then data will provide a sample from each year on the rates of each 
county that is being studies. Also, different age groups will be 
looked at throughout the childbearing years. This will include the 
rates on fertility, illegitimacy, and abortion for each county and for 
the state as a whole. These data were gathered in 1980. In some cases 
the data for 1979 were not ava ilable. Also abortion data were only 
available from 1975 to 1977. 
Treatment of Data 
The treatment of the data is to simply organize each area of the 
study along with the information on the three variables of fertility, 
illegitimacy, and abortion into separote units with the information 
neatly graphed. The data will be examined to compare fertility, 
illegitimacy , and abortion rates in the Sta te of Utah in counties with 
and without Planned Parenthood , and examine these rates before the 
introduction of Planned Parenthood as compared to the same rates after 
its introduction. 
In treating the data it was important not to give counties with 
small populations the same weight of counties with large populations . 
For example 1 or 2 abortions in a sparsely populated county could show 
a high abortion rate . On the other hand, a high populated county could 
have a large number. of abortions yet show a very l ow abortion rate. 
To overcome this problem each county was given weight according to its 
population. This was ca l culated with the formula of adding the 
populations for each county with Planned Parenthood, divided by the 
number of births in counties with Planned Parenthood, X 1000. This 
same formula was used for counties without Planned Pare nthood. 
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CHAPTER IV 
ANALYSIS OF DATA 
Definition and Description of the Va r iabl es 
Data for each of the variables Illegitimacy, Abortion, Ferti l ity, 
Teen Fertility and Teen Il l egitimacy were gathered as raw data, making 
it necessary to convert these data into rates . Tables 1 through 5 
show these rates for each county duri ng 1970. The formulas for calcu -
lating the rates are described below al ong with a short summary of each 
table . These rates are based on county of residence for fertility and 
illegitimacy data, and county of occurrences for abortion data . 
Genera l Ferti l ity Rates 
Table 1 shows General Fert i lity rates for women age 15-44 in the 
Sta te of Utah given by county and district of residence for the yeers 
1970 through 1979. The formula for General Fertility rates is 
Number of Live Births 
X 1000 
Number of Fema l es age 15-44 
In Table 1 it is poss i bl e to make a compariso n between Utah and 
the rest of the United States . Table 1 shows tha t Utah has a substan -
t i all y higher Fer tility rate than the U. S. as a whol e . The difference 
between the two rates has general l y become mo r e si gni f i ca nt each year 
from 1970 through 1979 . Simply interpret ed, Fe r t i l i t y rates i n the U. S. 
are decreasing whi l e in Utah Fer ti l ity ra te s are increasi ng. 
Table 1 
Genera 1 Fert i 1 i ty Rates for Women Age 15-44 by County 
and District of Residence: 1970- 1979 
County and 
District o11 1970 
Residence 
1971 1972 197) 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 
United Sates 6Z ,2 61.6 2),4 69.2 ~~.'! lili.z lis .6 6Z,4 66 ,4 68,0 
Utah ll2 5 116 5 llQ.2 ll' 0 li Z 0 llZ 5 126....5.__129,4 l 2Z,4 12~ 
District IN l 20 'I ll5. Q 10 5 8 l 06.'1 lJl '> llB li 128 5 n'l.z l)Q 6 111 .a 
Box Elder ] 12 ) ll'I.B lQ1.6 l 00.6 lQZ.2 ] ] 2 I 5 ll) 2 ]2),2 11 z.2 l 25.) 
Cache l 25 .B 115.6 lOZ,6 lQ2.'1 115, Z !Zl.O lJ~.z 1}6,4 D~.z l )) ) 
R1ch 25.2 28.2 lZQ,O 119.6 lZZ.Z 1 ~4 .) 148 ,4 z44,z 1Zl.2 Z25. 3 
D1.str1ct ?N ]]4,2 llld 101.0 l QO.) l O],li ]QZ,4 ll o, z 115.5 ]]}, 5 115.) 
Dav 1s 115 6 lll.B lQl .z 22.6 lQZ,Z lQZ, Ii ll Z.l 112,4 ]]8' 5 li.:2,0 
Morgan 115,6 l 26.2 )9.6 6z.z lO Q, z 64,' ]]0,0 ] QZ,) 88.5 68,6 
Weber 114,2 llQ,4 lQQ,Z l 01 .5 lQQ,Q 98.5 102,4 ll <' l 102,z 102.8 
D1str1ct 2S 11'1 .2 ll) l 10'1 .2 l 05,6 108 .'I 111.6 112' 5 !<5,6 ]<4,2 ])2.) Salt Lake 114 5 112.6 l 05, Q lQ5, 6 l Q~.4 ll z.o l ZQ, 5 1<6,6 l 26 . 0 1)),4 
Tooele I <:4,4 l24,Q l Ql.Z l 06 . 6 l Q§,Z lO§,Q 1~N ]0].4 l 0).] lQ6 ·2 D1str1ct :l l 24,§ 126,2 l zz l l 2).8 l)Z,Ii l)),Q ] 42.) 15]. 6 15(\. 2 
smnmr:1 l )0,4 ll s.z 118.8 2(\ , Q l Q) 4 l 0Q,6 llZ.l 122,5 1)5') l ;.:6,) Utah lZ4 ,4 1 <6 .6 !<6,4 l 25' Q 1)5,Q 1)5,) 15],4 !52.) !55') 155 ·2 
~-Jasatch l ]Q 5 112.6 2§,4 115' 0 2Z,§ lQ4,L 2Z·S !02. 5 82.4 72 ·2 
D1str1ct 4 ]D,2 112.2 112 ,6 ll5,) 11 1.0 1 2 1 .o 1 )Q. 2 112 .) 1)2.8 129 ) 
Juab l )] ' ) ]]6' 5 JZZ,5 lQ5.2 JZQ, 5 uo,] ]~6.4 ]2) .8 
l Wo 
!2Z . 3 
M1llard l oz. 5 l ;,:2, 5 I <I· 2 128 ,6 ]24, 5 154.2 1 6 . s 1gz.s ]42 .I P1ute 1)4,] 8z.6 Zl.8 24.2 ]QQ. 8 1o6.z 6]. 6 2,8 95' z 6) . 0 
San:eete Ill ,z ll.2...J.___lljl, 0 uo.4 1!Z.2 HU 126.6 144 .z ]4o.i ])< .4 Sev1er l!O,Z !OZ.2 104.9 11),~ ] 0~.0 13l,_Q__]_~~ l JU Wayne ]1).2 114.1 Z9 .9 101.4 11 5.6 88.2 2 .8 76 . 9 .6 
D1str1ct ~ 124') !25,6 liZ . 1 1ZI· 2 118.6 121 'z ])! .6 1)2.2 )24,6 ! 28 .] 
Beaver nz. s ]44 , 1 Dl ,4 li.:5. o 12).2 120,) ]14.2 12?.) 120 . ) 156 . 5 
Gari'1eld l 05.) 120.) ] 00.6 2). 5 8).8 100.0 ll §.o I )I.) 22·1 I OJ. 2 
Iron II! ·2 ])). ) ]]),4 112·1 1 oz . 5 116.5 1)).5 ))8 ·I 128 · 2 120 ·I 
Kane ))2.4 I Jl.) 1]5.4 !14,8 I )8.4 ]42. 2 ! 25.) I )4. Z I 01.8 '18.4 
Wash1ngton I JZ.) I )j. 0 !20, 2 ! 28,6 1)0,2 !46' 5 I J6. 5 141.6 I )0.1 I )2 · ) 
D1str1ct b 124 . 1 ! Z2 .4 j22.] ]42.) 158.2 1rit :~ 12~. 5 12). 5 112. z 108 . J ~gett 24.2 __2l_,_f as . 5 p4.2 125.8 ! 21.0 !12. 5 26 .8 ! OJ. 0 
Duchesne I )4 .4 !)2.8 l-6 .4 162.) 125 ·2 !61 .6 1 )! ·2 114. 5 2~·1 20.0 U1ntah ] 20 . 2 125.) l jO.j 1)0. J 1)5,1 !)0.) 126.2 I Jl •) 12-.6 l ~IL 8 
D1st r 1ct 115. 8 lOIL 2 22·2 §~:~ j02.~ 1~,) 120.4 I )0.) IJii ·a 1)2. z Carbon 24.9 62.2 BB .z 22· 10 . 8 1op 12J .9 122. 1 21.0 __ 
Emer,:t 108 . 8 jO),J 20·2 l 05 .I 1]6.1 ]44 .6 12 . 8 208.2 22~.8 248.0 
Grand 102. z 20.0 85.8 zs~ 22.5 l2J.I )42.2 lb . 5 165 . 5 
San Juan )60.1 l )5· z 128.6 118.4 110,2 1!2.1 10! ,8 22.5 10!: •• 2l·Z 
Not available 
* Rates calculated from raw li ve birth and population data 
published in annual reports of the Bureau of Health Statis-
tics, Utah State Department of Health (Mason, Va n Oyck & 
Brockert, 1980). 
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Table l al so shows Fertility rates for 15-44 year ol ds for each 
county in the State of Utah from 1970 to 197 9. Most counties indi-
vi dua ll y follow the same pattern as the State of Utah as a whol e does. 
From 1970 to around 1973 there is a sli ght dec rease in General Fertili-
ty by most counties; but then Fertility rates rise from 1973 to 1979. 
There are some exceptions. For example Morgan, Wasatch, Piute, Kane , 
Dushes ne and San Juan all had a decreasing Fertility rate rather than 
a steady increase. There are al so a few counties in which decreasing 
or increasing trends are not discernable . 
General Illegitimacy Rates 
Table 2 reports General Illegitimacy rates between 1970 and 1979 
for women age 15-44. General Ill egit imacy Rates were ca l cul ated from 
raw data with the fo llowing formul a: 
Number of Illegitimate Births 
Number of Women 15-44 yea rs old 
l 000 
As in Table l, Table 2 is al so divided by county and district of 
residence. 
General Illegitimacy for the State of Utah shows mild fluxuation 
from 1970 to 1974. There is a sl ight decrease in those years . From 
1975 t o 1979 there i s a steady increase showing a littl e more cons i s-
tent pattern. The same holds true for each county , t here is some 
fluxuation within most counties but in the later years 1975 to 1979, 
there i s more of a steady increase. 
County.1' and • 
District of 
Residence 
gt~~ 1 i!' rict 1 
Box Elder 
Cache 
R' h 
District 2N 
Uavis 
Morgan 
Weber 
District 25 
Salt Lake 
Tooele 
Di~t;r:ict 
Summit 
Utah 
~1asatch 
District 4 
Juab 
Millard 
Piute 
Sanpete 
Sevier 
Wa ne 
Dictrict 
Beaver 
Garfield 
lron 
Kane 
Washine;ton 
District 6 
Uagget t 
Duchesne 
Uintah 
District 
Carbon 
Emery 
Grand 
San Juan 
Table 2 
Illegitimacy Rates for Women Age 15-44 by County 
and District of Residence: 1970-1 979 
1970 1971 1972 197) 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 
u ~:i ~0; ~4o1 4o8 5 2 2 4 2 5 2 6 ).] 2 9 10 8 
1 1 4oO 1 2 4 8 5 I 0 4 8 4 2 5 6 
2o2 2 l 2o2 1.2 1.1 2 0 2 2o0 2o4 
6 0 4 01 5 6 4 8 4 1 5 0 5 1 6o2 7o5 2o4 
4 1 2o 5 1 8 10 5 3o 0 1 o8 2o9 4 4 5 o4 4 6 
117 1 5 1 l 2 l 2 8 2 2 4o1 3o 1 1.6 
2 4 5 8 2 2 6 o1 5 5 6 1 7o5 7o9 9o7 10o1 
6 6 s. 5 6 0 5 8 5 l 5 8 6 4 7o7 8 o9 9o9 
6o6 5 5 6oO 5 o9 50 2 50 8 6o1 2o8 8 9 9 6 
5 9 6 4 4 6 4 4 4 2 6 2 8oO 5· 1 7o7 7o6 
l ~ 2 ) 2,8 2 2 2 5 2,4 ),2 ),4 4_.] 4 ),2 1.2 2 4 1.6 0 2 0,2 5.4 ) '2 ),0 5,2 
1. 8 2.1 2 2 2.2 2. 6 2' 5 ) '2 1 ,5 4,4 4' 5 ), 7 4,8 2.2 4 6 1. 8 2,2 1.2 2 , 2 ) 6 1,2 
J .8 ) 5 ) s 2 6 ) l ) 2 ) 6 2 2 4,1 4 1 
) 2 4,7 5 6 ) '2 ) 'l 4,6 5' 5 1.2 4o2 4o7 
2' 5 4,0 1. 5 1,2 2,1 2' 8 ) 0) 4,5 2, 5 2 o4 
l Q , J 4 8 8 ,4 ),2 ),6 5 ' 2 
0 5 2,0 ,.) ) '2 ), 5 1.) 2,4 2 , 0 5,) ) 0 6 
2 2 4' 1 ') 1.) 1') 4,) 4,0 ) '5 4,6 5 . ) 
) '2 2,2 1 , 6 2,4 1.7 2,7 7' 2 4,6 4,1 50 2 
1.5 ) , 0 5' 7 1.) ),8 ),8 7,4 1. 2 2.5 
u 4o7 ~: ~ ~:J ~:g ~oO u ~ ·7 ~:3 1.7 2 ,0 i.6 l..J_ 
1.9 ) '5 1.6 1.5 4,0 6,1 u 2 0 ), l ) o4 4o7 2o6 1.1 goo ) 0 0 4 ·~ 4' 1 
. 5 ' 5 6 ' 5 7,4 7,1 5 . 7 .2 5 o9 6 o p 7o0 6 ,7 6 0 5 0 2 
2,2 ) '1 ) '7 4,7 5. 5 5. 7 4o9 ) '1 2,5 5 04 
7 ' 2 8 , 8 10 ,1 8,7 6o1 7,8 7,0 9 o~ 7 0 7 8o7 8,0 6 , o 7o) 5. 9 7 o7 7o6 8 o6 8 o 9o} 1 0o l 
50) 2,2 6,1 50 5 5o4 8 0 5 501 6o4 8.9 7.0 
1.1 1.1 1.0 1. 8 Oo9 2o4 5oJ }o6 4o1 8o4 
4,) 8,6 4o4 lo7 7o4 8o2 1 2 0) 7o1 8o9 17o 5 
18,0 ]1. 0 !1,6 9,7 1) .2 8,4 1101 14,1 11.) 12 o4 
Not available 
*Rates calculated from raw live birth and population data 
published in annual report s of the Bureau of Health Statis-
tics, Utah Sta te Department of Health (Mason, Van Dyck & 
Brockert, 1980) 0 
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General Abortion Rates 
The number of Abortions in the St ate of Utah were not recorded 
on a yearly basis until 1975 . There are data available for 1974 
start ing with April through December. (1974 data were not included in 
the study.) The formula used for conve rting raw data into Abortion 
Rates was: 
Number of Abortions 
X 1000 
Numbe r of Live Births to Women 15-44 Years Old 
For the three years observed the State of Utah shows a steady 
increase in abortion rates. Likewise , nearly all counties show an 
increasi ng abort ion rate. To help fill in where abortions have gone 
since 1977 the State Health Department reports that Utah abortio n 
rates have grown steadil y fr om 1975 through 1980, but Utah's abortion 
rate is st ill below the Natio nal average (Maso n, Van Dyck & Brockert, 
1980). 
A report re l eased by the Bureau of Health Statistics states that 
4,086 abortions Y~ere perfomoed in the state duri ng 1980, most l y on 
YJomen under the age of 29 . Of the 4,086 abor t ions performed , 3 ,821 
YJere performed on residents of Utah . In 1980 Utah had 91. 4 abort i ons 
for every 1000 live births. In 1979 ther e were 84 . 9 abo rti ons per 
1000 li ve births, and in 1975, 63 .8 abort i ons per 1000 live births. 
In comparison, based on 1978 figures, the nati onal average was 347 
abortions for every 1000 li ve births (Mason, Van Dyck & Brockert, 1980). 
The report from the Bureau of ~ealth Statistics states that 
abortio ns were performed on residents of every county in the State of 
Tab 1 e 3 
Abortion Rates for Women Age 15-44 by County 
and District of Occurrences: 1975-1977 
County and 
District of 1975 1976 1977 
Residence 
United States 18' 
Utah 7.4 t D1str1ct 1 '2 
Box Elder 2.4 
Cache 6.8 
Rich 
D1 str1ct 2N 6 . 0 
Davi s 4.2 
Mor an 0' 
Weber 7 .? 10.0 
ITIStiTct 2S I !.4 12. 8 
Salt lx."\kc 11.7 lJ.l Tooele 5.4 .9 
Di~trict 2.9 1' 5 
Summ1 t !4.8 21. 5 
Utah 2. 5 ~:4 Wasatc h 1' 1 
iJlS trlC t !. !. 8 
Juab !.8 o. !. 
r.allard ,4 2. 0 I. 
Pi ute 
Tan rete !.) !. '>. 5 
Sevier .I 2.6 .8 
~,rayne 
!.6 
2' J 
D1~tr1ct !. ) 0.8 
Beaver 1.8 2. 5 1.2 
Gar1"1eld !.J 2.6 
Iron !.4 o. 0. 
Kane 1.5 n \l,'aDh i nr;ton 1.5 0.8 
Distnct 6 ), 2 
2.6____ 
4. 
Da ctt 
Duchesne 
Uintah 
Qi§.!!'l£.L7__ 
Carbon 
t:mery 
Grand 
San Juan 
Not available 
*Rates calculated from raw live birth and population data 
published in annual reports of the Bureau of Health Statis-
tics, Utah State Department of Health (Mason, Van Dyck & 
Brockert, 1980). 
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Utah in 1980. The largest number occurring in Salt Lake County (2,410) 
with occurrences in Weber County being the second largest number (455). 
Summit County recorded 256 births and 70 abortions in 1980. This 
is the highest ratio in the State, 273 abort i ons per 1000 live births. 
San Juan, Daggett, Beaver, Kane and Piute, reported only one abortion 
(Mason, VanDyck & Brockert, 1980). 
There were no data available showing place of residence for the 
above statistics; on l y place of occurrence is reflected. Some abor -
tions are for out of state residents. 
General Fertility Rates for Teens 15-19 
Table 4 shows fertility rates for teenage women (age 15-1 9) for 
the State of Utah from 1969 through 1979. Age specific fertility 
rates in Table 4 were calculated by the formula of: 
Number of Live Births to Women 15-19 
Number of Women 15-19 
1000 
In a study released in 1980 by the Utah Department of Health it 
is reported that in the United States nearly one - fifth of all infants 
are born to women under 20 years of age . But as Table 4 points out 
teenage pregnancy rates in the United States have been going down 
since 1971 while in Utah they have increased . 
While it appears that teen fertility rates are decreasing in the 
United States, it must be pointed out that an increase of 85 % from 
26,000 to 48,000 occurred to teenage mothers under 16 years of age 
during the same time period. This shows that while teen births are 
going down in the U.S . a greater percentage of those teens giving 
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Tab 1 e 4 
Fertility Rates for Women Age 15-19 by County 
and District of Residence: 1969-1979 
County and 
"oistrict of 1969 1970 <> 1971 1972 197) 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 
Residence 
United States 66 I 68.) 64,7 62.0 59.7 58.1 56.1 
6
51
1 
.. 5 51.7 !LA. N.A. 
i<-ute"a":h,.,...,.....,-~5o'O'.'t'B-f.51 · SL_56.o 57.6 58.2 57 , 7 58 . 9 4 66.6 68.H!.J 
D1stnct I 4o 4 4~~0 48.7 45 .6 48.8 57 . 8 54.0 61.1 61. 0.8 
-7Bo:Cx:.:CE:-'' l'-"dc,;e.;.r_-:5~1;"'-21c_5tiJ. 0 62 . 7 49 . 6 60.4 58 . 0 54.0 59 . 8 69 . 2 72 ·HI.) 
Cache )4.6 4!.1 42.0 47.9 15.8 4!. 1 60.2 50.4 s4.o 51. !...__58.) 
ri'R'O'ci-'h:'-c-:,.--o;:;--;6~2_,._,e--;· : ' 58.8 82 . 2 78.9 81.1 125. o ~0~Ga~5 ~~~~~~c~t=2~1~' ==:;5!~6 :'"L~~ar6 au a~:ii au 46 : ~ S!.a 1911 . ·1 au ~~:iuJf:~ -;;;~':;-oi;'rg~, a:':'''-'---:Jf';B"'.c;T6;-iJ" l 51.1 4o,6 46.7 55.8 2t:J 4 8 44 .4 4i).722.9 
;ITW:;-e,;.be:,:r:-::,,__,..,--;6:c;o"'.'-'7r-266 .4 62.2 66 . o 62.8 65.1 6J.8 61!. 9 68.8 74 , J 77.2 D=,l<"s'-"tc;r,..:l'Tc-:':t..-72"-S--:5'-27-'-'-:<8-76~, 1 62 . 1 61.7 6o. o 59. o 50. 2 61.2 67 .8 69 . 4 7J. o 
.;;s;:-alo-t"-;-'Lak="'•--:se6,_,.'-"9 6 .o 6o.9 6o.6 59.1 58 . 1 s:z_.2____Q1.o 67.8 68.5___1J.l ,;.1' :coore0-'l>'e'-.-....-- -e2r,.;9'-'.~2,__-s,·l4. o 92.5 85 .J 71. 5 23 . 6 Zb.b?J .8 69.4 86 .2 71.5 ;eD;_l,st"'r'-;l~c,t'-'--:11-!10'._,9'-jJ2_,_b4o,6 51.4 52.0 jJ.O 61. 1 20.4 69.0 78 . ) z8 . 1 
is~u~mm~l~t~===6~J~,~o~~6.8.2 84.! 84.4 48.0 42 . 8 44.7 s'•.4 58.7 ~2.0 
_utah JO,J Jz.&_~so.8 52.2 51 . 5 62.2 72 . 4 20.8 80.5 82.5 
Wasatch 62.7 21.2 64:4 - 40.9 51.1 48 . 2 6!.1 52.2 50 .8 115.8 1).8 
"o1i::"u=-atbicn"'c"'t"-'--'7'"=<-·o..;4,_~~) . 4 51.2 6o.4 20 . 1 56.2 60. 9 68.0 25. 9 62.8 71.) 
62 .2.__1'!. 6 n.9 28.1 8''·4 87.5 wt.o 81.2 ~~ 74.1 9'/.1 
Millard 29 .-0----.4.2 4J,J 52.8 51. 8 4!.11 64 .6 55 . 2 51.9 44.7 50.2 
-;.P_,_l,_u,:cte'7,-----,~-7--¥.8j.l 115.4 50.0 47.0 )).) 
saneete 49.6 42. 1 4!.6 64.o 62.6 59.1 48. 8 67.2 21 . 2 66 . 8 '/7.6 
SeVler '}0 . 1 50 . 2 60.0 51 . 2 81 . 5 '}2 . ) 62.6 26.0 90.8 82.1 82 . ) 
i"~'a~y~n~egiJ::=~6t2~.5~~ 50.5 64.8 42 . 2 52.8 - )}.9 Jhctnct 51.6 44 . 2 55 . 0 511.1 61.2 sa . 9 6).2 6!.8 64.8 5Z_..1__27.9 
Beaver ~o.6 22 · 4 72 . 2 J06.J 5 .8 86.6 &.f-'ll.,2_2~~t-'-e · z 
Garf1eld 2 <·8 5 .o 57.0 go.o 24.o 51.2 42. 82.1 g'"· -5.u 
Iron g5.1 )li. ! 56.2 ~2·7 0~ ~~9.0 6).0 ~8.0 -i'cKa"'n"-:e'-cc==--'Ci9C'''l'8c--i-J8~. B'C--'1'5~0 . 8 26. 1 1. 2- • 2 52.4 55 . 6 17. 1 9 . 0 ~~a"'o"'h-"J"-n":r;,_,tc;:o,_,n _ _,5~J,.8 4_s~__li7~~~9·2 6~54.4 0!.7 59.0 57.4 82.9 
01s t nct 6 75·9---as.o-ztf.~_,_J 10 5. 2 105.1 98 . , 8~.L-71_,_g_§2.) 
-{;~~~=;~. _Qo.J 2_i5 .7__2? .6 JS . 7 90 .8 ~~~-4ri~;.J 
U>ntah ~~5___1).2 110.5 115. 6 100.6 10) . 6 80.) 86.9 88.4 64 . ; 
TIIsrrrc-t'z 4?.7 61i:4 57.o 57 . 9 57.8 z4 . J 70.1 74 . 9 8J.7 87.1 98.1 
-i.:Cii:CrO:b~oC'n ___ :::_41i::_.,_)'---t.;o. 5 52.9 59. J 6o . 1 70.6 79.7 86. 2 90. t 90 . 6 I 02 . 2 
-iiEm:'eO:r~~\------, · . "5 · 7 44.4 ]6. ! 55.4 ~79-li 99.2 102.1 116.0 174. 2 
c,,_r;can"'aC::;,---;;679"1 ! O.L,_9 __ 71.0 65.7 46.4 70 . 2 95.6 70.7 106 . 2 15h . 9 12'Ll 
"-San J uan 55·bZ2 . ?c1l.9 61. 2 6J.l• ?9 . 0 42-;-o-49.5 60.5~_28.5 
Not avai l ab l e 
*Rates ca l cul at ed from raw l ive birth and popula ti on data 
publ ished i n annual re por ts of the Burea u of Hea l t h Stat i s-
tics, Utah St at e Department of Hea lth (Maso n, Van Dyck & 
Brockert, 1980) . 
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birth do so at a younger age (Mason, VanDyck & Brockert, 1980). 
As the General Fertility Rate for teens 15-19 years old ha s shown 
a steady increase there has also been a disproportionate incre ase in 
Utah in fertility among yo unger teens. Between ]g7o and 197 6, the 
fert ility rate of 15 year old Utah teenagers rose nearly 50%, while 
the rate for tho se 18 and 19 years old rose by only 3% (M ason , Van Dyck 
& Brockert, 1980). 
Most counties in Utah show an increase in teen fertility rates. 
There are a few coun ties such as Wayne and Wasatch which show a de -
crease in fe rtility. As in previous tables some of the cou ntie s show 
a great deal of f l uxuat i on, partly due to very small population fig -
ures and births. 
Illegitimacy Rates for 15-19 Year Old Teen s 
Illegitimacy Ra te s in Table 5 were ca l culated with the formu l a: 
Number of Il leg i timate Births to Women 15 -19 Years Ol d 
Number of unmarried Women 15-1 9 Years Old 
X 1000 
There is no comparison in Table 5 of Utah ' s Illegi timacy Rate for 
15 -1 9 year olds and the United States as a whole o But in a study com-
pa ring Utah and the United Sta te s (Adolescent Pregnancy in the 1970's) 
published by the Uta h Department of Health, reports that the number of 
ou t-of-wedlock births among tee nagers continues to incre ase . Between 
1963 and 1967 the number of out -of-wedl oc k births per 1000 unmarried 
1·1omen ages 15-19 grew in the United States from 15 . 2 to 25 .5, an 
increase of 67 .8%. With thi s cont inued rise in out-of-wedlock births, 
and the continued overall decline in marita l ferti l ity, it i s found 
Table 5 
Illegitimacy Rates for Women Age 15- 19 by County 
and District of Residence: 1970-1979 
County and 
District of 
Residence 
1970 
10 .1 
50 2 
1971 1972 1973 
8,4 10.1 ~·4 6.....L.._2.8 ,I 
19711 1975 1976 1977 1978 
2 .0 1 0,! ....lL..§______3 , 8 15.1 
4.4 8.6 1 .4 10.2 11.6 
Box Elder 
C'ache 
R1ch 
9 0 2 9.4 6:4 6.8 6.5 11.4 2,1!_____U 0 2_ll 0 0 
3 0 3 50 0 50 5 2.5 3.0 6.? 5.8 
8, 3 9.1 
7.2 6 . 5 
~lllard 2.6 5,1 2.5 2 . 4 L.J_ · · 9 .1 
Plute 5,7 10.8 · 1 , 
sa nv e t e :L_L____.!!. 0 1 2 0 5 e ....Q___L_Q_,_c;:4c.. :f-9 _ _:5,_,_. 0 
Sev1cr 1. 9 5.1 5.0 1.6 1.5 8.5 804 9 . 8 
1979 
uffi~~ct J, , s 4.4 6.6 4.4 1. 2 6.9 s.·"s~-='9=-,z:,..--_..cec. • .,;1-~25 . B 
Beaver j·9 11.0 10 . 1 4,6 8,6 11. 8 1 . "-''-"6!2____:__:_---"'4~4 . 1-J. 
Garfleld · 6 5 ,2 1.0 __2,_J; _ _..:t_9._,,5)._-11,;<9'...,..J) _ _:9~, o'--'I-'O'-'. -"-I-
Iron ),5 1.1 5,1 4,0 1.4 4,3 i-1~,:;_4_...;4~,'-'1L_.l.l,!_1,;.4,___.1l!I'-'•'-'1L 
Kane 6 5. 3 4. 9 18 . 5 4 . 1 4. I 
\;ashwp:ton 5.1 5.1 8,3 4,1 2.0 !hL___5_,_9 8 , 6 9,2 l 2cQ_ 
D1stnct 6 8 .0 )0 . 3 14,3 16.1 )),1 12,6 10 ,4 14,1 11.1 l Oc.L 
lJageett . · ' • · • 12.2 • ., .. • ':-,:,·---.;-~-_:_~~;.. 
D uc he" n e · · 6 8 ___2_,_5 II ...2__§..2__!L.Z__l_Q L• 8)'-~6c,.c.£1--+5~· 2<--...l..L 
Ulntah-----12:'2 12,9 IB.Q 18.1 !Z.I lJ,8 10,4 21. 1 !6 . .5_1?,,_5_ 
Ulstnct 12 . 8 ?.4 IQ..,2___s_,_6 ll, < 12,1 16 , 0 11, 0 1.2.._!!.~}_ 
Carbon z·o ?·4 8.6 10 .4 9 . 0 lJ,4 n.a 14. 6 18,1 18 . 8 ~ •• 6 ,o 1.6 6.5 1.0 5 , 5 n. 2 . 6 5.1 22..,_1_ 
Grand 2,5 2.2 8 .2 8 . 7 11.2 21.8 23.3 12,5 20.2 3b_,_'L 
San Juan 2lLi 14,1 16 l 10.2 25,4 ll..L...l1.3 21 , 0 11,2._12..,2_ 
Not available 
*Rates calculated from raw live birth and population data 
published in annual reports of the Bureau of Health Statis-
tics, Utah State Department of Health (Mason, VanDyck & 
Brockert, l 980). 
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the proportion of births out-of-wedlock, among all births, increased 
2 l/2 times. This increase was from 6.3% in 1963 to 15.5% in 1977 
(Mason, Van Dyck & Brockert, 1980). 
Table 5 shows that for Utah out -of-wed loc k births have risen from 
1970 to 1979 with some fluxuation in 1971 and 1974. In Utah teenagers 
account for 50% of all out-of-wedlock births. Utah has a 20% out-of-
wedlock teenage birthrate compared to 40% for the United States . This 
is a little deceiving at first glance. Research by Mason, VanDyck 
and Brockert (1980, p. 15) state that, 
In 1975 60% of all teenage first births i n Utah were 
premarital conceptions, a rate which compares cl osely 
with other studies. If teenagers in other states 
have the same rate of premarital conception as those 
in Utah, yet have twice the out-of-wedlock birthrate, 
it is clear that more pregnant teenagers in Utah are 
marrying during their pregnancy . Of all teenagers 
who had their first baby in 1975 in Utah, then, 2 out 
of 10 were out-of-wedlock, 4 out of 10 married at 
some time during the pregnancy and the remaining 4 
ou t of 10 concei ved after marriage. 
As for each co unty in the State of Utah, there is again a gre at 
deal of fl uxua ti on among each county. 
Comparison of Counties with Planned Parenthood 
and Counties without Planned Parenthood 
There are five counties in the State of Utah at the present time 
with established Planned Parenthood Offices . Table 6 lists these five 
counties and the year that Planned Parenthood was established in each 
county. 
Planned Parenthood has had an office in Sa lt Lake County si nce 
1970, l onger than in any other Utah Cou nty. It is also the county 
Tab 1 e 6 
Utah Counties with Planned Parenthood Offices 
and Year Planned Parenthood was Established 
COUNTIES YEAR ESTABLISHED 
SALT LAKE COUNTY 1970 
WEBER COUN'fY 1971 
CARBON COUNTY 1972 
CACHE COUNTY 1974 
GRAilD COUNTY 1974 
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with the l arges t population. Planned Parenthood was established in 
Weber County in 1971~ in Carbon County in 1972. With Grand and Cache 
Counties Pl anned Parenthood offices being the newest, both having been 
established in 1974. 
By listing and using the counties with Planned Parenthood as 
reference groups we are establish i ng groups to compare; but it must be 
kept in mind that surrounding counties may be as affected or un affect-
ed as the counties with Planned Parenthood. For example, Davis County 
residents are within easy driving distance of the Salt Lake County 
Planned Parenthood Office. 
Mean General Fertility Rates in Counties 
with and without Plan ned Parenthood 
The General Fertility data shown in Table 7 and graphed in 
Figure show the mean rates for Utah counties with and without 
Table 7 
General Fertility Rates for Counties with Planned 
15-44 
Yr. Olds 
Gene·n.al 
Fertility 
Rates 
Parent hood and without from 1970-1979 
!50-
145. 
!40· 
1)5. 
1)0. 
125-
120· 
115-
110-
105 . 
1970 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
197, 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
General 
Fertility 
'ii th pp Wl thout 
14.54 119.30 
12.12 119 .)3 
OJ. 76 114-57 
04.46 114. J7 
o6.96 120.99 
09.84 122.59 
19.) 2 1 )0 . 5 ) 
24.95 133.67 
2).89 1)2.67 
28 . 85 1 )). 72 
Counties ~·Ji thout 
PP Offices. 
-
-------
' 
..._ 
-, 
\ 
\ ~ ,..-· "'· 
\ _,. , ___ ,.. 
FP 
~-------/~ // 
.,..,.. ....... __ / 
·' 
I 
/ 
/ 
/ 
I 
counties In Wh ich 
PP Offices Are 
located. 
70 71 72 7) 74 75 76 77 78 79 
Years 1970-1979 
Figure 3. General ferti lity (15- 44 year olds) in Utah count ies 
with and without Planned Parenthood offices. 
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Planned Parenthood offices. For counties with and without Planned 
Parenthood these rates were calculated by adding live births in all 
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of the counties, dividing by the total number of females in these same 
counties, and multiplying by 1000. 
As shown in Table 7 and Figure 3, general fertility is consis-
tently lower in counties with Planned Parenthood than in counties 
without Planned Parenthood. The largest differences being in 1974, 
1975, and 1976. Fertility trend s in counties with and counties with-
out Planned Parenthood followed parallel patterns very closely as 
shown in Figure 3, which wa s a dec line in fertility rates from 1970 to 
1972. From 1972 there is a gradual increase in fertility from 1973 to 
1979 with the exception of 1978 when there is a very slight decrease 
from l 977 , 
Once again the fact that Utah has an increasing fertility rate is 
evident in these data , Fertility rates are increasing both in counties 
with Pl anned Parenthood and count i es without Planned Parenthood, but 
genera l fertility rates are lo•1er in counties that have Planned Par-
enthood offices. 
Mean General Illegitimacy Rates in Counties 
with and without Planned Parenthood 
Table 8 and Figure 4 make a comparison between the mean rates of 
counties with Planned Parenthood and counties without Planned Parent-
hood. These rates were calculated by adding the number of live births 
to unmarried women 15 to 44 years old in all of the counties, di vid in g 
by the total number of females 15 to 44 years of age in these same 
counties, and multiplying by 1000. 
11 
10 
9 
8 
6 
4 
Table 8 
Mean General Illegitimacy Rates for Counties with 
Planned Parenthood and without from 1970-1979 
70 
General 
Illegitimacy 
1970 
1971 
1972 
197) 
1974 
1975 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
;·a th PP 
6.6) 
5° 55 
6. )0 
5· 70 
4.99 
5-69 
6.25 
7.46 
8.69 
9.16 
Counties With 
pp Offices. -
'.til thout 
4.15 
).09 
).58 
J.JJ 
).27 
J-57 
J.€8 
4. J7 
5 · 06 
5- 15 
FF 
-· 
.,--
71 72 7) 7 
.---
Counties Without 
PP Offices. c-
Years 1970-1979 
79 
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Figure 4. General i ll egitimacy (15-44 year olds) in Utah counties 
with and without Planned Pa renthood offices. 
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Figure 4 shows that General Illegitimacy is higher in counties 
with Planned Parenthood. Both counties with and without Planned Par-
enthood parallel patterns very closely. Both groups experience a drop 
in 1971 from 1970, then increasing again in 1972. This fluctuation 
continues until 1974 when the mean rates are almost identical to the 
mean rates in 1971. From 1974 to 1979 there has been a consistent 
increase and a widening of the difference between the two groups . 
Counties with Planned Parenthood rose from 4.99 in 1974 to 9.16 in 
1979 wh ile at the same time counties without Planned Parenthood rose 
from 3. 27 in 1 97 4 to 5. 15 in 1 97 9 . The l argest differences beh1een 
counties with and without occurred in the most recent years that data 
are a v a i 1 a b 1 e. 
Mean Abortion Rates in Counties with 
and without Planned Parenthood 
As mentioned previously, the data for abortion were not collected 
for ii full year until 1 975. The data gathered from 1975 to 1977 sho1~ 
abortion rates in Utah have grown steadily since 1975. They are still 
far below the National average. The State Health Department stated 
in 1980 that, women 20-24 yea rs of age had the hig hest aborti on 
r ate at 16 . 8 for every 1000 in that age group . Ado·,es:. ent s , 15- 19, were 
second with 13.4, while those age 25 - 29 were third with 12 . 8 per 1000 
population. 
The report also said that women with no previous live births con-
tinue to have the greatest number of abor tions. But women with three 
previous live births registered the biggest increase of 34 percent in 
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1980 (Mason, Van Dyck & Brockert, 1980). 
The following abortion data were calculated by adding the number 
of abortions in all the counties, dividing by the total number of 
births in these same counties and multiplying by 1000. 
Table 9 and Figure 5 clearly show that the mean rates for general 
abortion is higher in counties with Planned Parenthood than in count-
ies without Planned Parenthood and the margin is widening. Abortion 
rates in counties with Planned Parenthood rose from 10 .39 in 1975 to 
13.62 in 1977. In comparison counties without Planned Parenthood rose 
from 3.05 in 1975 to 4.30 in 1977. On the average, counties with 
Planned Parenthood had a mean rate of 10 . 39 in 1975 compared to 3.05 
for counties without Planned Parenthood. In 1976 the rates were 11.93 
for counties with Planned Parenthood and 3.54 for counties without. In 
1977 the rates weere 13.62 in counties with Planned Parenthood as com-
pared to 4.30 in counties without Planned Parenthood. 
Mean Fertility Rates for 15-19 Year Olds in Counties 
with and without Planned Parenthood 
The mean rates for Teen Fertility were calculated from 1971 
through 1978, a period of only 8 years . This was due to the unavail -
abi lity of data at the time of the study . These rates were calculated 
by adding live births to women 15-19 i n al l counties, dividing by the 
number of females 15-19 in these same counties, and multiplying by 1000, 
Table 10 and Figure 6 show a l arge spread in 1971 between count ies 
with Planned Parenthood and counties without in teen fertility rates. 
In count ie s without Planned Parenthood from 1971 to 1978 there is a 
steady increase in teen fertility. Thi s increase appears to be 
Table 9 
Mean General Abortion Rates for Counties with Planned 
Parenthood and without from 1370-1979 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 
1977 
1978 
19 79 
General 
Abortion 
With PP Without PP 
.. . . 
.. . -
.. . . 
. . .. 
10. )9 ).05 
11.9) ).54 
1).62 4 . )0 
.. .. 
.. . . 
Not ava ilable 
I 
15 Counties With 
PP Offices. -
10 
5 77 
Counties Without 
PP Offices. -- -
Figure 5. General abortion (15-44 year olds) in Utah counties 
with and without Planned Parenthood offices. 
37 
Table 10 
Teen Fertility Rates for Counties with Planned 
75 
70 
60 
55 
50 
40 
Parenthood and without from 1970-1979 
1970 
1971 
1972 
197) 
1974 
1975 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
~ -
Wl th 
. . 
62o)) 
6!. 71 
6!.15 
58 o77 
59o68 
61o 99 
68 o11 
70 o OJ 
.. 
Counties VJi th 
PP Offices, -
71 72 7) 
Teen 
Fertility 
pp \"Jl thout PP 
.. . 
49o12 
52 o89 
5489 
55o9 1 
57o91 
60o 75 
64 o67 
67 0 2) 
. -
Nut avai l able 
Counties Without 
PP Offices,---
79 
Figure 6. Teen fertility (15-19 year olds) in Utah counties 
with and without Planned Parenthood offices. 
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accelerated from 1974 on through to 1978. In counties without Planned 
Parenthood teen fertility starts out in just the reverse manner. In 
1971 teen fertility is at 62 . 33 as compared to 49.12 in counties with-
out Planned Parenthood. The reverse is that teen fertility decreased 
or stayed about the same in counties with Planned Parenthood up until 
1974. In 1974 teen fertility had decreased from the 1971 figure of 
62. 33 to 58 .97. In comparison, counties without Planned Parenthood 
had increased from the 1971 figure of 49. 12 to 55.91 in 1974. Still 
below the 58.97 figure for counties with Planned Parenthood but nar-
rowing the difference between the two groups. In 1974 teen fertility 
in counties with Planned Parenthood stopped decreasing and began an 
upward trend almost identical to that of counties without Planned 
Pa renthood. Counties with Planned Parenthood rose from 58.47 in 1974 
to 70. 03 in 197 8 . In compari so n counties without Planned Parenthood 
rose fr om 55.91 in 1974 to 67.23 in 1978. 
Mean Teen Illegitimacy Rates for 15-19 Year Olds 
in Coun t ies with and without Planned Parenthood 
For counties with and without Planned Parenthood these rates were 
cal cul ated by adding the number of live births to unmarried women 15-
19 in all counties, dividing by the total number of unmarried fema l es 
15-19 in these same counties, and multipl ying by 1000. 
Table 11 and Figure 7 show that teen illegitimacy mean rates are 
higher in counties with Planned Parenthood than in counties without 
Planned Parenthood. 
In 1971 teen illegitimacy in counties with Planned Parenthood was 
at 10.87 while counties without was at 5.74 . Both groups followed 
Table ll 
Teen Illegitimacy Rates for Counties with Planned 
)5 
)0 
25 
20 
15 
10 
Parenthood and without from 1970-1979 
Teen 
Illegitimacy 
W1 th PP 
1970 
1971 10.87 
1972 12.81 
197) 1).)) 
1974 10.9) 
1975 12.12 
1976 13 .e9 
1977 16 . 50 
1978 18.68 
1979 20.79 
Counties With 
PP Of ices. -
71 72 7) 7 
Not 
·~'l'i thout PF 
s. 74 
6.99 
7.01 
7. 78 
7 .4 2 
6.52 
10 .42 
11 .87 
11. 56 
ava ilabl e 
Counties Without 
PP Offices .- -
0 
Fi gure 7. Teen illegitimacy (15-19 year olds) in Utah counties 
with and without Planned Parenthood offices. 
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very similar trends over the decade of the 1970's and both groups 
showed slight increases for each year. The one exception was a de-
crease noted in counties with Planned Parenthood between 1973 and 1974. 
In counties without Pl anned Parenthood the increase in teen illegiti-
macy stayed about the same. In 1979 counties with Planned Parenthood 
showed a mean teen illegitimacy rate of 20.79 in comparison to ll .56 
for counties without Planned Parenthood. 
Rates for the Five Counties with Planned Parenthood 
Before and After Planned Parenthood Was Establ ished 
Tables 12 through 16 give some limited data as to the rates for 
each variabl e for the five counties with Planned Parenthood before and 
afte r the Planned Parenthood off ice was established " These figures 
are t ake n from Table l through Table 5. 
In each of these tables there appears to be a great deal of 
fluctuation from year to year . The more stable counties were the 
counties with the largest populations . Due to this fluctuation it can-
not be established how much influence Pl anned Parenthood had by compar-
ing r ates before implementation of Planned Parenthood and afterwa rd s . 
For example, teen illegitimacy rates in 'Ieber County were 14.1 in 1970. 
The next year, 1971, when Planned Parenthood was established the rate 
dropped to 10 "9 then rose back up to 13. 5 in 1972. This fluctuation 
continues in 1974, four years after the introduction of Pl anned Par -
enthood, teen illegitimacy rates dropped to 9.7. This fluctuation i s 
similar in all counties for fertility, illegit imacy, and abortion. 
For both Cache and Grand Counties five years before the establishement 
of Planned Parenthood can be observed as well as five years after its 
Tabl e 12 
General Fer t i lity Rate s for the Fi ve Co unties with Planned Parenthood 
Noting t he Years t he Offices We r e Present with * 
Salt Lake ~114. 5 "1 12 . 6 1C5. 6 l 08 .4 . ..- 126.8 . 126.0 ;., 1JJ.4 105 .0 112. 0 120.5 
~'Ieber 114.2 -110.4 ' i oo .6 ' 98 ·5 105.4 ·• ' 109.7 '· 109.8 100 .7 101.5 112.1 
- 88 .7 
., 
• 99 .6 .1 06.8 • 109.9 ' 
.• 
122.4 < Carbon 94. 9 89 .2 94. 5 12) . 9 121.0 
Cache 125 . 8 11 5 .6 107. 8 109.4 l15.2 \21.0 ' 1)6 . 7 1)8.4 < 1)6. 7 ~ 1JJ.J 
rand 10 2 . 7 90 .0 8 5 . 8 75 . 5 ~79 . 2 '99 .5 "122 .1 " 149.2 \66.5 "'165.5 
- -
1970 1971 197 2 197 ) 1974 1975 1976 1977 197e 1979 
Table 13 
Genera 1 Illegitimacy Rates for the Five Counties with Planned Parenthood 
Noti ng the Years the Offices Were Present with * 
i< ~ ~ 
' 
. 
-
.. .... 
9.6 Salt Lake 6.6 5. 5 6 .o 5.9 5·2 5 . 8 6.) 7.8 8.9 
. 
' ' 
' 
~ 
" 
~ .... 
"" Weber 7.4 5.8 7.2 6.1 5 · 5 6 . 1 7.5 7.9 9.7 10.1 
. 
' 
. •· 
' 
+ ~ 
Carbon 5·J 2.9 6.1 5 · 5 5.4 6. 5 5.1 6.4 8.9 7-0 
' -
. ~ • ).6 ~ Cache 2 . 2 2.1 2. 2 1.2 l.J 2. 2 2.0 2.9 2 . 4 
' 
. 
Grand 4 . J 8.6 4.4 ). 7 7.4 8 .2 12. J 7·1 8. 9 17.5 
19 7 0 1971 19 72 197) 1974 1975 1976 19 77 1978 1979 
_,. 
N 
Table 14 
General Abo rti on Rate s for t he Fi ve Coun tie s with Pl a nned Parenthood 
Noting the Years the Offices Were Presen t with * 
~ 
* 
,._ 
Salt Lake 11.7 I 1) : l'. . 14<7 : 
~ 
.- ;-
'Neher 7.7 10 .·0 12. 2 
. , ... 
Ca rb on 5.4 7.) 8.7 
"' 
.~ ~ 
Cache 6.8 8.2 8.6 
:~ . ... 
Grand 5· 2 5·4 7.1 
1970 1n1 1972 197) 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 
Table 15 
Teen Fertility Rates for the Five Counties with Pl anned Parent hood 
Not in g the Years the Offices Were Prese nt with * 
'· '· 
~ 
' 
~ 
' " 
.. 
* * 
;,- I 
Salt Lake 56.9 66.0 60.9 6o .6 59 . ) 58.) 57.2 6r. 67 .8 68.5 7).1, 
t . 
-
- -
.. 
" 
~ ~ 
Weber 60.7 66.4 67.2 66.0 67.8 65 . 1 6).8 64. 68 .8 74.) 77 . 2 
" 
. . 
-
., .. ~ 
-Carbon u4,J 50 . 5 52.9 59.) 60.1 70 .8 79.7 86 . 90.7 90 . 6 102.2 
-
'+ * 
. ~ y. 
Cache )4.6 41.) 42 . 0 47.9 J5.8 41.1 60.2 50.~ 54 . 0 5).6 58. ) 
' 
... ... ~ . •. 
Grand 69.1 101. 9 71. 0 65.7 46.4 70. 95 . 6 78. 106 . 2 154 . 9 124. 1 
---- - --- 1------ - -- - -
--
1969 1970 1971 1972 197) 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 
.t> 
w 
Table 16 
Teen Illegitimacy Rates for the Five Counties with Planned Parenthood 
Noting the Years the Offices Were Present with * 
' 
, ; ; 
" 
. 
'* 
~ 
Salt Lake ll~. 0 10.8 12.8 1) .6 11.4 12.5 ll~. 2 16.9 19.1 21.1 
.,.,... ~ ;. ;. .. ., 
Weber- 14.1 10.9 1). 5 12.6 9 . 7 11 .8 14.8 18.0 20.4 18.8 
~ . ·; ~ ... . 
Carbon 7 . 0 ).4 8.6 10.4 9.0 1).4 13.5 14.6 18.7 18.8 
' 
~ 
' -
.. 
Cache ). 3 5. 0 5. 5 2. 5 ).0 t.7 5.8 8.6 7.8 6.5 
.,. ;. ~ . .,.,. 
Grand 9.5 9.2 8.9 8 . 7 11.2 21.8 2).) 12.5 20.2 )6.5 
1970 197 1 1972 197) 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 
.,. 
.,. 
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establishment in these two counties. The same fluctuation can be 
observed before and after the establishment of Planned Parenthood. In 
1970 Grand County's teen fertility rate was 101.9. In 1974 the year 
Planned Parenthood was established in this county the rate was 70.2. 
In 1977 it again rose to 106.7. There is no evidence that fertility 
illegitimacy, and abortion rates were effected by the establishment of 
Planned Parenthood in the five counties observed with Planned Parent-
hood. 
Table 17 (made up of Tables 7 through 11) shows the increase from 
the first year recorded to the last year recorded for each variabl e. 
For general fertility counties with Planned Parenthood show an 
increase of 12.49% from 1970 to 1979. Over the same time period 
counties without Planned Parenthood show an increase of 12.08% . . The 
difference in the rate of in crease for the two groups is obviously not 
significant. For general illegitimacy, counties with Planned Parent -
hood increased 38. 15% from 1970 to 1979, while counties without 
Planned Parenthood increased 24 . 09 %. The difference in the rate of 
increase for the two groups again bei ng very smal l at 14.06%. General 
abortion from 1975 to 1977 increased 40.98% for counties without Plan-
ned Parenthood while counties with Planned Parenthood increased 31 .08%. 
The difference like in the first two variables being small at 9.90%. 
Teen fertility shows an increase from 1971 to 197 8 of 12. 35% for 
counties with Planned Parenthood and for counties without Planned 
Parenthood an increase of 37 .7 8%. This leaves a very large difference 
of 25.43% in the rate of increase between the two groups . It shows 
that the birth rate per 1000 women age 15-19 years old increased from 
1971 to 1978 in counties without Planned Parenthood at twice the rate 
1970 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
·~ Increase 
from 1970 
to 1979 
Difference 
Table 17 
Mean Rates in Counties with and without Planned Parenthood 
Compar in g the Ra te of Increase Between Counties with 
Planned Parent hood and Counties without 
G:J;E:RAL GEI<ERAL GENERAL TEEN TEEN 
FERTILI'!'Y ILLEGITr;t.ACY ABORTION FERTILITY ILLEGITIII;ACY 
>ilTE !- i' ::;c H :.:IT!i PI-' ':1/0 'l \•:ITH r:· :JfC F-l ':.:I'i'H Pf \•!jO FP \;ITH H 'i'f70 PF 
114.54 119.)0 6 .6) 4.15 
' ' ". 
, .. ..... . . ~· .. 
1112.12 119.)) 5. 55 ). 09 " . . " 62 . )) 49.12 10.87 5-74 
10).76,!14.57 6. )0 ) .58 
. -
. , . 61.71 52.89 12.81 6.99 
104.46 114. )2 5. 70 J' )) . •' •'" 61.15 54.89 1).)) 7. 01 
106.96 120.99 4.99 ) . 27 •. .. " .. 58 . 97 55.91 10 . 9) 7. 78 
109. 84 122. 59 5.69 ) . 57 10 . 39 I 3.05 59.68 57.91 12.12 7.42 
119. )2 1)0. 53 6.25 ).88 11.9) ) . 5'• 61.99 60.75 1) .89 8 .52 
124.9 5 I)). 78 7,46 4. 37 I). 62 4. )0 68. 11 64.67 16 .so 10.42 
12) .89 1)2.67 8.69 5.06 . " .. •' 70 . 0) 67. 2) 18.68 11.87 
128. 85 1)). 72 9.16 5-15 
-. 
. ' . . • 
-' 
20 . 79 11.56 
1;). 4'17cl ,).o'b70 / ., '\ !SeTa ~1 1 O'l'lo !I. O'S'i'Q ' /0 .13?0 12.2>S?o ~7-78% <1/.:l~/0 l<lO·OI'?'., 
I_ -~ ~~~ j _'_' 1 ~~":'_ _ L -~ _'_ 9070 _ _ -~S· Y> '1"_ r,.7s"To 
Not availabl e ..,. 
"' 
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of counties with Planned Parenthood. At the same time teen illegiti-
macy for counties with Planned Parenthood increased 91.26% and counties 
without Planned Parenthood only increased 100.01 %. This being a 
smaller difference at 8,75% than teen fertility showed at 25.43%, but 
still large in comparison with the other three variables. 
This is of particular interest, it shows that while teen fertility 
rose at a faster rate in counties without Planned Parenthood from 1971 
to 1978, teen illegitimacy rose at a faster pace in counties with 
Planned Parenthood than in counties without Planned Parenthood from 
1 971 to 1979. 
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CHAPTER V 
SUMMARY 
In examining the rates of General Ferti lity, General Illegitimacy, 
General Abortion, Teen Fertility, and Teen Illegitimacy it can be 
stated that in four of five comparisons the rate is higher in counties 
with Pl anned Parenthood than in counties without Planned Parenthood . 
~- ----
The except i on to this is General Fertility . General Fertility proved 
to be l ower in counties with Planned Parenthood than counties without. 
At the same time it was found that Utah ' s fertility rates are increas -
ing while the U.S . fertility rate i s decreasing. Not only is Utah's 
Genera l Fertility rate increasing, but the other four variable s s how 
increases in the nine year time span included in the study . Those 
increases are small in all five variables from year to year but each 
show signs of acceleration in the l atter yea rs. This holds true for 
both groups , counties with Planned Parenthood and counties without . 
The fact that General Fertility rates are lower in counties with 
Planned Parenthood suggest that Planned Parenthood lower s fertility 
rates. If this is the case it is on l y •:rue with women ab,JI'e the age 
of twenty since Teen Fertility rates are sli ghtly higher in counties 
with Planned Parenthood than in counties without. At the same time 
General Illegitimacy, General Abort i on and Teen Ill egitimacy along 
with Teen Ferti lity have a higher rate in counties with Planned Par-
enthood. 
A comparison of the counties with Planned Parenthood before its 
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establishment as compared to after its establishment reveals very 
little if any change. This implies that the mean rates for counties 
with Planned Parenthood are for the most part not affected by Planned 
Parenthood. This would out weigh the differences found in the previous 
comparison of counties with Pla nned Parenthood and countie s without. 
The final comparison made was for rates in counties with and with-
out Planned Parenthood, comparing the rate of increase between counties 
with Pl1nned Parenthood and counties without for the nine years looked 
at in the study. The difference in the rate of increase for General 
Fertility, General Illegitimacy and General Abortion are very small 
showing that the rates for counties with and without Planned Parent -
hood are increasing at about the same r ate for these three variables . 
There was, however, a l arger difference in the rate of increase in 
teen fertilily and illegitimacy for counties with Planned Parenthood 
than in those without. In counties without Pl anned Parenthood teen 
fertility increased over the time period observed from 49.12 to 67.23 
(an increase of 37.78%) in comparison to 62.33 to 70.03 for counties 
VJith Planned Parenthood (an increase of 12 . 35 %). Teen fertility has 
increased faster in counties without Planned Parenthood than in 
counties with. Just the oppos ite is shown in a comparison of the 
increase in teel illegitimacy for counties with and without Planned 
Parenthood. Teen Illegitimacy is increasing faster in counties with 
Planned Parenthood than in counties without. Teen Ill egitimacy 
increased in counties with Planned Parenthood from 10. 87 to 20 .79 as 
comared to 5.74 to 11.56 for count ie s without. The differnce being 
8.75%, not as l arge of a difference as found with teen fertility . 
This fin al comparison would imply that Planned Parenthood has 
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no effect on counties with Planned Parenthood for General Fertility, 
General Illegitimacy, and General A~rtion since the rates of increase 
are near l y the same for counties with Planned Parenthood as counties 
vlithout. For Teen Fertility and Teen Illegitimacy the difference 
between cou nties with Planned Parenthood and those without are ev ident 
but since they are the on ly two variabl es that showed differences in 
the rates of increases a stro ng conclusion cannot be made . 
Limi tations and Implications 
The findings of this study should not be interpreted as showing 
that Planned Parenthood causes any particular outcome. It was the 
purpose of the study to gather some ferti lity related data in counties 
with and without Planned Parenthood offices, and to compare these 
fertility related variables before and after the establishment of 
Planned Parenthood in the five counties which currently have offices . 
Su ch data, if they were consistent and un ambigious, might have pro-
vided empirical evidence that would bear on the issue of Planned 
Parenthood ' s effects. 
Rates of Genera l Illegitimacy, Genera l Abortion, Teen Fertility 
and Teen Illegitimacy are higher in counties with Planned Parenthood 
offices than counties without, but General Fertility is higher in 
count ie s without Planned Parenthood , Over the 10 year period which 
the study covers, however, there were very small differences in the 
percentage change between counties with and without Planned Pare nthood 
in the rates General Fertility, General Illegitimacy and General 
Abortio n. Teen Fertility has increased more rapidly in counties 
without Planned Parenthood, while Teen Il l egitimacy has increased 
more rapidly in counties with Planned Parenthood offices. 
In summary, there was no clear and consistent evidence in these 
data to sugges t that Planned Parenthood has any discernible effects, 
at lea st not which are reflected in general popul ation data such as 
fertility, illegitimacy or abortion rates . 
There were also some limitations of the raw data themselves. 
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First, abortion data were not available for the more recent years that 
the study was to have covered. Several trips were made to the Bureau 
of Health Statistics, Utah Department of Health to acquire the more 
recent data, and for some of the variables more recent or complete 
data were acquired . In addition, this thesis relied on the population 
projections previously used by the Utah State Department of Health 
until the census data became available; after the 1980 census, the 
population figures for the various counties in Utah were revised to 
reflect the actual census enumeration. 
For future studies it would be of value and interest to gather 
data from each county based on place of residence rather than place of 
occurrance looking at fertility, illegitimacy and abortion rates . 
This would give more accurate information of the fertility, illegiti -
macy and abortion rate s for the residents of each county. Al so a study 
using religion as a focus point would be of interest. Utah i s predom-
inately L. D. S. The question or whether or not fertility, ill egit imacy 
and abortion rates are higher or lower among L.D.S. as compared to 
other religious bodies in the State of Utah. 
It would be of interest to look at other Sta tes, other than Utah 
with the same type of study as this study; except add to it the 
percentage of those who use Planned Parenthood as to the percentage 
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in Utah, and then compare the difference. It may be found that the 
impact of Planned Parenthood within a state is directly related to the 
percentage of the people who use it within that state. A study of this 
kind would show the impact of Planned Parenthood on each state as 
correlated with the amount of use in each state. From th i s, more 
precise comparisons of each state could be made. 
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